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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election without traverse of claims 1-6 in the reply filed on 1 1/02/2006 
is acknowledged. 

2. Claims 7-25 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.142(b) as being drawn to nonelected inventions, there being no allowable generic or 
linking claim. 

Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1 , 3-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Sehgal 
(US 2004/0050406). 

Sehgal teaches a processing system, which can be used for removing a 
processing solution from the substrate (reads on "drying a processing solution adhered 
to a substrate", as instantly recited). The system of Sehgal comprises a pressure 
chamber 10 (reads on "a processing chamber", as instantly claimed) for isolating 
substrate from the outside atmosphere; substrate support (0068); heaters (24 and 16), 
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connected to the pressure chamber and adapted to heat the respective fluids, thus 
being fully capable of realizing rise in temperature and pressure in the processing 
chamber 10; a pressure relief valve and an opening valve 30, both controlled by 
controllers for the desired operation (0061 -0064). 

With regard to the limitation of claim 1, reciting that the processing solution... is 
placed at a certain temperature, it is noted here that "[Apparatus claims cover what a 
device is, not what a device does.", consult In Re Hewlett-Packard Co. v. Bausch & 
Lomb Inc., 909 F.2d 1464, 1469, 15 USPQ2d 1525, 1528 (Fed. Cir. 1990). 
Furthermore, the system of Sehgal is fully capable of maintaining the required 
temperature and since the system of Sehgal comprises controllable valves, such 
system is fully capable of releasing the atmosphere in the pressure chamber at 
conditions indicated in the instant claim 1. 

In specific regard to claim 6, it is noted here that expressions relating an 
apparatus to contents thereof during an intended operation are of no significance in 
determining patentability of the apparatus claim, consult Ex parte Thibault, 164 USPQ 
666, 667 (Bd. App. 1969). Furthermore, "[inclusion of material or article worked upon 
by a structure being claimed does not impart patentability to the claims", consult In re 
Young, 75 F.2d 966, 25 USPQ 69 (CCPA 1935). 

With regard to claim 4, Sehgal teaches a heating system for heating a processing 
chamber. With regard to claim 5, Sehgal teaches that the pressure chamber 10 includes 
a drain. 
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Therefore, all the structural elements of the apparatus as instantly claimed are 
met by Seghal. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

7. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sehgal 
(US 2004/0050406) in view of De Young et al (U.S. 6,782,900). 

The teaching of Sehgal remains silent about a gas supply element for supplying 
inert gas to the pressure chamber. However, such element is widely utilized in the art 
for supplying inert gas to the processing pressure chamber(s) in order to displace 
process fluids from the processing chamber. Thus, De Young teaches a pressure 
processing apparatus having a tank filled with inert gas, such as helium, nitrogen or 
argon, to displace process fluid(s) between processing steps (col. 17, lines 57-60). 
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Therefore, one skilled in the art motivated by De Young, would have found obvious to 
implement inert gas tank of De Young into the processing system of Sehgal in order to 
enhance removal of cleaning/drying composition from the pressure chamber by purging 
it with the inert gas. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Kornakov whose telephone number is (571) 
272-1303. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am - 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Barr can be reached on (571) 272-1414. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Michael Kornakov 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1746 
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